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Catlett	  –	  Calverton	  Sewer	  Project	  
Project	  Management	  Team	  

Golden	  Rule	  Builders,	  3409	  Catlett	  Road	  
May	  27,	  2015	  

DRAFT	  MEETING	  NOTES	  
	  
I.	  	  Welcome	  &	  Introductions:	  	  Sue	  Rowland	  asked	  everyone	  to	  introduce	  
themselves	  (sign	  in	  sheet	  attached).	  

	  
II.	  	  Follow	  up	  from	  May	  13	  meeting:	  No	  issues	  were	  raised	  specific	  to	  the	  
last	  meeting.	  	  However,	  Virginia	  Copeland	  shared	  that	  Jim	  Craun	  was	  
not	  present	  today	  as	  he	  was	  ill;	  everyone	  wished	  Mr.	  Craun	  a	  speedy	  
recovery.	  
	  
III.	  	  Update	  on	  Status	  of	  the	  Catlett-‐Calverton	  Decentralized	  Sewer	  PPEA	  
Comprehensive	  Agreement	  Negotiations:	  

Upcoming	  Board	  of	  Supervisors	  Actions	  –	  Gary	  Schwartz	  
reminded	  the	  PMT	  that	  the	  Board	  would	  once	  again	  discuss	  the	  
proposed	  Sewer	  Use	  Ordinance	  at	  its	  work	  session	  on	  June	  11th,	  and	  that	  
the	  public	  hearings,	  still	  open	  on	  the	  Ordinance	  and	  the	  proposed	  rate	  
schedule,	  would	  conclude	  that	  evening.	  	  Gary	  noted	  that	  it	  is	  our	  hope	  
that	  a	  vote	  on	  the	  Sewer	  Use	  Ordinance,	  the	  rate	  schedule,	  and	  the	  
Comprehensive	  Agreements	  for	  the	  Design/Build	  phase	  and	  the	  
Operations	  would	  be	  held	  that	  evening.	  

	  
Sue	  reminded	  community	  members	  that	  the	  public	  hearing	  would	  

provide	  the	  opportunity	  for	  the	  community	  to	  speak	  on	  the	  project.	  
	  	  	  
Design	  Phase	  and	  Activities	  Expected	  in	  the	  Community	  –	  Gary	  

continued	  with	  updates	  to	  the	  PMT.	  	  He	  reported	  that	  the	  aerial	  
photographic	  survey	  by	  Carson	  Ashley	  should	  be	  completed,	  and	  he	  
thanked	  members	  in	  the	  community	  for	  allowing	  right-‐of-‐entry	  to	  their	  
property	  to	  place	  the	  markers	  necessary	  for	  context	  in	  the	  aerial	  photos.	  	  	  	  
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Identifying	  Treatment	  Plant	  And	  Dispersal	  Field	  Sites	  –	  Gary	  
reminded	  the	  PMT	  of	  the	  list	  of	  potential	  sites	  he	  reviewed	  at	  the	  last	  
meeting.	  	  He	  reported	  that	  Jim	  Sawyer	  is	  working	  to	  complete	  the	  Type	  I	  
survey	  of	  the	  soils	  on	  the	  Gray	  property.	  	  He	  has	  received	  permission	  for	  	  
Jim	  to	  survey	  the	  Stuby	  property,	  and	  that	  Jim’s	  work	  has	  been	  sent	  to	  
Northwest	  Cascade	  (NWC).	  	  Jim	  reported	  that	  he	  had	  been	  contacted	  by	  
a	  soil	  scientist	  now	  under	  contract	  with	  NWC;	  that	  soil	  scientist	  would	  
work	  with	  NWC	  to	  take	  Jim’s	  work	  to	  the	  next	  phase	  of	  soil	  evaluation	  
necessary	  for	  their	  design	  process.	  

	  
Guy	  Hinkler	  asked	  questions	  about	  the	  soil	  evaluations	  and	  the	  

function	  of	  the	  soils,	  to	  which	  Marcia	  Degen	  with	  VDH	  responded.	  	  She	  
remarked	  that	  the	  better	  the	  quality	  of	  the	  soil	  and	  the	  higher	  the	  
quality	  of	  the	  wastewater	  effectively	  the	  longer	  the	  time	  that	  the	  
distribution	  system	  of	  the	  treated	  effluent	  can	  be	  expected	  to	  work	  
effectively,	  even	  indefinitely.	  	  Guy	  asked	  if	  soils	  would	  be	  brought	  in	  to	  
the	  dispersal	  field,	  to	  which	  Marcia	  replied	  that	  sometimes	  soil	  is	  
brought	  in	  to	  cover	  or	  protect	  the	  pipes	  for	  insulation	  and	  to	  protect	  
from	  deer	  steps.	  	  It	  is	  not	  anticipated	  that	  bringing	  in	  soils	  would	  be	  
needed	  in	  this	  project.	  	  Marcia	  responded	  to	  other	  question.	  

	  
Discussion	  on	  Property	  Lot	  Lines	  –	  Sue	  and	  Gary	  used	  a	  real-‐time	  

display	  of	  the	  county’s	  GIS	  Viewer	  to	  review	  how	  the	  County’s	  past	  
border	  markings	  of	  some	  lots	  in	  the	  service	  district	  would	  require	  
owners	  to	  make	  decisions	  about	  what	  changes	  they	  would	  make,	  or	  not,	  
to	  their	  current	  lot	  boundaries.	  	  One	  series	  of	  lots	  were	  used	  as	  an	  
example;	  one	  owner	  with	  a	  home	  has	  five	  non-‐conforming	  or	  small	  lots.	  	  
The	  GIS	  appears	  to	  show	  that	  the	  home	  rests	  on	  two	  of	  these	  lots.	  	  Under	  
the	  current	  ordinance,	  each	  non-‐conforming	  lot	  would	  be	  charged	  
$17.33/month	  for	  operating	  costs.	  	  The	  owner	  would	  be	  provided	  with	  
the	  information	  about	  those	  charges,	  and	  provided	  information	  about	  
how	  to	  abandon	  the	  interior	  lot	  lines	  to	  create	  one,	  two,	  or	  more	  lots,	  as	  
they	  may	  choose.	  	  	  
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There	  was	  discussion	  among	  the	  PMT	  members	  about	  the	  various	  
issues	  that	  could	  arise	  from	  these	  curious	  past	  lot	  lines,	  with	  a	  general	  
consensus	  that	  any	  costs	  related	  to	  boundary	  adjustments	  should	  be	  
eliminated,	  if	  at	  all	  possible.	  	  County	  staff	  remarked	  that	  surveys	  would	  
not	  be	  necessary	  for	  simple	  lot	  consolidations	  or	  where	  boundaries	  are	  
eliminated	  without	  making	  changes	  to	  the	  outer	  lot	  lines.	  	  However,	  
there	  are	  fees	  and	  there	  could	  be	  legal	  fees	  for	  making	  these	  
adjustments	  to	  assure	  the	  boundary	  changes	  are	  properly	  documented.	  
	  
IV.	  	  Community	  engagement	  on	  user	  agreements	  and	  easements	  –	  Sue	  
and	  Gary	  updated	  the	  group	  on	  the	  User	  Agreements	  in	  hand	  –	  between	  
90-‐100	  EDUs.	  	  	  
	  
V.	  	  Project	  Next	  Steps	  –	  The	  importance	  of	  community	  participation	  in	  
the	  upcoming	  public	  hearing	  was	  restated.	  
	  
Lee	  Sherbeyn	  said	  his	  town	  hall	  meeting	  on	  June	  10th	  would	  be	  in	  Catlett.	  
	  
VI.	  	  	  Future	  PMT	  Meeting	  –	  Sue	  reminded	  members	  that	  while	  the	  next	  
few	  meetings	  are	  planned	  to	  return	  to	  the	  once-‐a-‐month	  schedule,	  if	  
necessary	  additional	  meetings	  may	  be	  added.
	  

• June	  10	  
• July	  8	  
• August	  5	  

	  


